Two of the books reviewed here, those of Foweraker, and Eyerman and Jamison, approach the question of social movements from different theoretical perspectives, whilst that of Lipietz is written very much as an advocate from within the ecological movement. Both the more academic books provide a critical assessment of the theoretical developments to date, from North America and Europe, and in so doing aim further to develop our understanding. All three publications offer useful additions to the literature on social movements although it has to be said that many movement activists are likely to find aspects of the theoretical contributions rather dense and hard-going.
Foweraker's primary concern is the extent to which such essentially 'northern' theories can be applied to the 'south' in general and Latin America in particular. A central element to his argument is that such northern theories tend to take for granted a social democratic framework and an existing vibrant civil society in which social movements are able to develop. Because this cannot be assumed in the south, the relationship between social movements and the state is much more of an issue. Consequently, Foweraker suggests that an (albeit-refined) version of the North American 'resource mobilization theory', with its focus on how movements gain resources and access to the political system, appears to offer more than the European 'new social movement' approaches which emphasise autonomy within civil society and highlight the cultural impact of social movements.
Eyerman and Jamison, acknowledging some affinity to the European theories, especially those of Melucci, wish to emphasise the part played by social movements as 'knowledge producers', although the extent to which their approach could be applied to the south is not entirely clear, as their comparative work is underdeveloped.
By contrast, Alain Lipietz' Green Hopes, is written from within a social movement, described as political ecology, and with the clear project in mind of persuading those with 'old' socialist politics to join what he sees as the only movement capable of bringing about a significant social transformation. This is a powerful and persuasive attempt to convince the reader that we need to transform some of our basic ideas concerning our relationship with our environment, how we produce, and co-exist together on and with the planet. It is concerned both with articulating values and objectives and exploring politics, to act-locally-think-globally as well as acting-globallythinking-locally, and with practical economics, such as a reduction of working time. It is also a call for a 'modest internationalism', requiring the north to abandon wasteful policies and excessive practices, investing heavily in the south to ensure a decent standard of living for all, but ending the uncontrolled access to the 'free' resources of the environment.
Lipietz' confidence in the potential effectiveness of political ecology, and its distinctiveness from the socialist project, is not only that it is oppositional to the existing state of affairs between humanity and its environment, as characterised by production for its own sake irrespective of needs or consequences, but also that it is opposed to the very concept of progress via the control of nature and the development of productive forces. It also has its own value system, underpinned by a participatory democracy, a 'morality of our time'. This is said to reflect 'the hope of oppressed people', and which unlike socialist-espoused values includes a commitment to 'ecological responsibility'. This demands that we move from being 'need oriented' to being prepared to limit our needs, take account of the 'interests of life on our planet and the rights of future generations' (p. 7). Linked to this, there is also a future project mapped out, based on ecodevelopment and sustainable development. At the core of this is the view that we need to address the totality of interrelationships between humanity and its environment, acknowledging that human activity is both supported by the environment as well as transforming it. Finally, it acknowledges that finding the route(s) to social transformation is a demanding process given the complex and multi-faceted nature of the 'other' and the contradictory nature of the movement. Ultimately they can only be discovered through the process of direct democracy.
Theorizing Social Movements, by Joe Foweraker, launches a new series by Pluto Press of critical studies on Latin America. The book is concerned to explain the development and significance of social movements within Latin America. To do so, Foweraker argues, it is necessary critically to examine the dominant theories to emerge from both North America and Europe, as these have been influential in shaping thinking, often inappropriately, within and about movements in Latin America. A powerful argument is made that social movements, as well as having an impact on the political and institutional context, are also themselves strongly influenced by it. Foweraker develops his analysis by continuously moving between the competing theoretical positions and the reality of a number of urban-based social movements, but particularly that of women, across the Latin American continent.
The impact of social movements, he suggests, is always likely to be gradual and uneven, with many setbacks and only limited success, as they attempt to influence general perceptions of social reality and alter personal and institutional practices. Yet, whilst their success in achieving changes in political representation may as yet be limited, nevertheless, as the women's movement has demonstrated, their impact on changing the sense of self and identifying a new range of possibilities, without denying internal conflicts of interest, can be profound.
Foweraker acknowledges that the dominant approaches of both the European new social movements approach and the North American resource mobilization theory have something to offer in respect of Latin America. Indeed, he suggests that resource mobilization theory, with its emphasis on how people mobilise, organise, and develop appropriate strategies to achieve their goals in the political sphere, could be fruitfully developed within the Latin American context. Similarly, the primary concern of new social movement approaches, with social movements seen as operating within civil society and concerned with the creation, and subsequent interrogation, of new identities and solidarities, also has something to offer despite the often under-developed nature of civil society in many Latin American countries. Nevertheless, he cautions against a simple and automatic transfer of a 'northern' theory which has emerged from a very different set of circumstances.
Foweraker is concerned to highlight some of the essential differences that need to be understood in theorizing about such developments in Latin America. He is also critical of the existing literature on Latin American movements and especially those that assume the existence of a state of postmodernity, containing multiple identities, and which deny or marginalise the role of class politics in helping to shape movement development. Thus, he argues that whilst the existence of a liberal democratic state, and the importance of civil society within this, has been central to the emergence, form, and objectives of social movements within advanced capitalist states, this does not apply to Latin American countries. Rather, social movements have often arisen here in the context of a centralised authoritarian, sometimes military, state in which the public space of civil society had to be either (re)-invented or expanded. Rather than assuming the existence of democracy, Latin American social movements often contribute to the creation of the conditions for democratic life. Moreover, this can only be done, along with the creation of new identities, in close relationship with and often in direct response to the state and its policies, and it is the state that is likely to be the primary focus of attention. Often, within such a context of a partial democracy, the primary driving force is the extension of citizenship and inclusion within public life. Given a pre-occupation with achieving influence within the system the likelihood of institutionalisation is often greater. However, Foweraker argues, such a process should not automatically be interpreted as a sign of movement failure, as is often the case elsewhere, but could equally be seen as the successful achievement of movement goals as it learns to negotiate effectively with the state. The 'overwhelming' nature of the state across Latin America is such that the restriction of social movements, in the Eurocentric literature, to civil society and an assertion of thenautonomy from the state is often inappropriate.
Again the concerns within Latin America and the 'south' are more what some social movement theorists might describe as 'old' demands for food, housing, health, education and an income rather than the 'post-material' concerns that appear to preoccupy the social movements in the 'north'. Indeed failure to achieve material goals can often lead to the demise of the movement. Foweraker thus argues that given the nature of the state and range of concerns it is often more difficult than with European movements to distinguish clearly between expressive, instrumental, and political demands. He suggests that within the Latin American context, urban social movements are often sustained through a neighbourhood base of 'intense networking and complex relations of exchange and reciprocity' (p. 47) involving family and local community organisations, and developed over a long period. Alternatively, church-based or professionalised networks of outsiders or activists have provided considerable leadership and organisational support. Almost inevitably such movements also make contact both with political parties and the trade union movement, with whom there are always likely to be close links through an often overlapping membership. Overall, Foweraker is concerned to provide a realistic appraisal of what social movements can achieve and argues that, within the Latin American context, their primary contribution is likely to be in an extension of democratic rights and the opening up of political life.
Following their own review of social movement literature, and using the American civil rights movement as illustrative material, Eyerman and Jamison's Social Movements -A Cognitive Approach argues that social movements are a constructive force, best understood by utilising a historically and politically grounded theory of knowledge. Social movements are seen as processes in formation, as collective producers of knowledge in the creation of new social identities. Movements, whilst transitory phenomena, are characterised as fertile arenas, new public spaces, for innovation in knowledge about the social world. Indeed, social movements are given a crucial role in the transformation of everyday knowledge into professionalised knowledge and for creating a new context for the interrogation of existing professional knowledge. This is understood as a process of social encounters within and between social movements as well as between a movement and its defined opposition. The role of the intellectual, both those 'movement' and 'established' intellectuals, is seen as crucial to this process of constructing new meanings. It is this relationship between the actors within social movements and the construction of knowledge that is defined as 'cognitive praxis'.
Following the tradition within the sociology of knowledge, the authors argue that our understanding of social reality is directly related to the social historical context. Therefore, there is a need to uncover the ways in which social relations and cultural traditions have influenced the development of knowledge. Thus, in relation to social movements they argue that different intellectual traditions have influenced the way social theorists have approached the subject. In the present context, new social movements are seen, at a cosmological level, as questioning the very project of modernity, something that Lipietz also argues forcefully. Equally, they question the acceptance of politics as a career, and wish to resurrect it both as process of collective engagement with social life and to legitimise the engagement in public life of those sometimes newly-formed groups currently excluded or marginalised from the political process.
The authors are especially concerned about how movement intellectuals are formed and how they then re-form the cognitive identity of the movement. The analysis of intellectuals is undoubtedly useful although perhaps more attention might have been given to examining how movement activists bring about change both within the movement and its environment. Clearly tensions may arise as a result of those movement intellectuals who subsequently become professionals, with some legitimated authority, but who continue to speak as though they somehow represent the movement. They will acquire considerable influence through their increased access to communication systems and networks, as well as the political and intellectual systems, yet their material and career interests are unlikely to remain unaffected by their move into the role of professional intellectual.
The authors suggest that the construction of the 'other', understood as a real social actor, is central to a movement's formation. It is argued that what characterises new social movements is their inclusion of the 'old' movements, especially that of labour and class, as part of the problem, part of the 'other'. The old movements are seen as having some responsibility for the formation of values and institutions that the new social movement now act against. However, perhaps insufficient attention is given to how the old and new movements continue to relate to each other in more positive ways as, for example, in the increasingly numerous 'red-green' initiatives, and indeed overlap in respect of membership. Thus, whilst the 'northern' women's movement as well as that focused on race have challenged the dominant assumptions, self-images, and knowledge base as developed within the eld labour movement, the latter cannot be lightly dismissed
